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A bstract

W e present an axiom atization of non-relativistic Q uantum M echanics for a system w ith an arbitrary
num ber of com ponents. The interpretation of our system of axiom s is realistic and ob fctive. The
EPR paradox and its relation w ith realism is discussed in this fram ework. It is shown that there is no

contradiction between realisn and recent experim ental resuls.

KEYW ORD S:A xiom atics —P hilosophy of Q uantum M echanics

1 INTRODUCTION

T he Interpretation ofQ uantum M echanics QM ) hasbeen a controversial sub ct over the last fiy years.
A centralpoint in this controversy is the debate between the realistic position and the orthodox line of the
C openhagen school. In recent years, this discussion has been reheated by som e experim ents that enabld
the testing of the In plications of the paradox form ulated by E instein, Podolsky, and Rosen EPR) (1935).
T here is a w idespread belief that the results of those experin ents in ply the refutation of realism and favour
a sub gctivistic vision of QM . H ow ever, these conclusions originate In an inform al analysis of the structure
of the theory. Any conclusion in the aforem entioned sense should be a consequence of a careful study of

a form alized theory of QM , In such a way that all the presuppositions and Interpretation rules be explicit.
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Only in this case one can determ ine w hether the realistic interpretation of the statem ents is consistent w ith
the experin ental resuls.

In a previous work (PerezBerglia a et al. 1993), we presented a realistic and ob fctive axiom atization
of QM for a single m icrosystem from which the m ain theorem s can be deduced. P roblem s such as those
arising from the EPR paradox cannot be discussed in that axiom atic fram e, because they involve system s
w ith m ore than one com ponent. W e develop here a generalization of our preceding paper for the case of
system s w ith an arbitrary number of com ponents. A m ed w ith this new axiom atization, we analyze som e
Interpretational issues ofQM .

W e brie y present in Section 2 the ontological background of our interpretation, because it is of the
utm ost In portance in all our argum entations (for details, see Bunge 1977, 1979). In Section 3 we set forth
the axiom atization ofthe theory, w ith is presuppositions, its axiom atic basis, the pertinent de nitions, and
som e representative theorem s. In Section 4 we discuss the relation between the EPR paradox and realism ,
and then, we shortly sketch som e item s of the \consistent interpretation of QM " that can be deduced from

our axiom atization f]

2 ONTOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

A oonsistent axiom atic treatm ent of nonrelativistic QM for system s w ith an arbitrary num ber of com —
ponents presuposses a theory of system s. This In tum can only be constructed on the basis of an accurate
caracterization of the concept of individual and its properties. In this section we caracterize a physical sys—
tem . W e shall assum e the realistic ontology of Bunge (@ com plte and detailed analysis can be found in
Bunge 1977, 1979).

T he conospt of individual is the basic prim itive concgpt of any ontological theory. Individuals associate
them selves w ith other individuals to yield new individuals. It follow s that they satisfy a calculus, and that
they are rigorously characterized only through the law s of such calculus. These law s are set w ith the ain of
reproducing the way real things associate. Speci cally, it is postulated that every lndividual is an elem ent
ofa set S in such a way that the structure S =< S; ;2 > isa comm utative m onoid of idem potents. In the
structure S, S is to be Interpreted as the set ofallthe ndividuals, theelement 2 2 S as the null individual,
and the binary operation  as the association of ndividuals. It is easy to see that there are two classes of

Individuals: sim ple and com posed.

Di x2 S iscomposed, 9y;22S 3 x=y 2z.

1Som e ofthe form altools used in this work have been described in P erez-B erglia a etal (1993) mainly m athem aticaltools,

such asH , G, etc.)



D, x2S issmple, 9y;2z2S3x=y z.
D3 x<y, x y=y (xispartofy, x y=y).
D4 C&) fy 2 S 3 y < xg (com position ofx).

Realthingsdi erentiate from abstract lndiriduals because they have a num ber of properties in addition
to their capability of association. These properties can be intrinsic P;) or relational P,). The intrinsic
properties are inherent and they are represented by predicates or unary applications, whilke relational prop—
erties are represented by n-ary predicates, w ith n> 1, as long as nonconceptual argum ents are considered.
For Instance, the position and the velocity of a particle are relational properties, but is charge is an intrinsic
property.

P is called a substantial property if and only if som e Individualx possesses P :
Ds P2P, (9x)x2 S "Px).
Here P isthe set of all the substantial properties. T he set of the properties of a given Individualx is
D¢ P (x) fP 2 P 3 P xg.

If two individuals have exactly the sam e properties they are the same: 8 x;y 2 S ifP x)= P (y) ) x V.
Two individuals are iddentical if their intrinsic properties are the sam e: x S}d y (they can di eronly in their
relational properties) .

A detailed account of the theory of properties is given in Bunge (1977). W e only give here two usefiil

de nitions:

D 7 P isan inherited property ofx, P 2P x)" Qy)y2Cx)"y6€ x~P 2P (y)).

Dg P isan emergent property ofx, P 2P x)" (@ ylew) 6 X)) P ZP ()).

A coording to these de nitions, m ass is an inherited property and viscosity is an em ergent property of a
classical uid.

An ndividualw ih its propertiesm ake up a thing X :
Df
Dg X =< x;P x)>.

T he law s of association of things follow from those of the individuals. T he association of all things is the
Universe ( y). It should not be confused w ith the set of all things; this is only an abstract entity and not
a thing. Given a thing X =< x;P (x) >, a conosptual cb ct named model X, of the thing X can be
constructed by a nonem pty set M and a nite sequence F ofm athem atical functions over M , each of them

form ally representing a property of x:



Df
Dig Xpm =< M F >;whereF =< Fq;::5F, >3 F;:M ! Vy;1 i  n;V; vector space ;F; = P; 2
P x).

It is said then that X, representsX : X, £#X Bunge 1977).

T he state of the thing X can be characterized as follow s:

D1 LetX beathingwihmodelX, =< M ;F >, such that each com ponent of the function
F=<Fq;::5Fp>:M ! Vv, i V.

representssomeP 2 P x). ThenF; (1 i n) isnamed ith state function ofX , F is the total state
function of X , and the value of F forsomem 2 M ; F (), represents the state of X atm in the

representation X .

Ifallthe Vy; 1 i n, are vector spaces, F is the state vector of X in the representation X, , and
V =V, ::: V, isthe state space of X in the representation X, .

T he concept of physical law can be introduced as follow s:

Diy LetX, =< X;F > beamodelforX . Any restriction on the possibl values of the com ponents of F
and any relation between two orm ore ofthem is a physical aw ifand only if it belongs to a consistent

theory ofthe X and has been satisfactorily con m ed by the experim ent.

W e say that a thing X actson a thingY ifX modi esthepath ofY in is space state K Y : X actson
Y).
W e say that two things X and Y are connected if at least one of them acts on the other. W e com e at last

to the de nition of system :
D 13 A system isa thing com posed by at last two connected things.

In particular, a physical system is a system ruled by physical law s. A set of things is not a system , because
a systam is a physical entity and not a set. A system m ay posses an ergent properties w ith respect to the
com ponent subsystem s. The com position of the system  with respect to a class A of things is (at the
nstant t):

Ca(j)=fX 2A3X < g

Dig a(iD)=fX 2A3X BCar(;0)" OY¥)¢, (" ® Y _Y X))gistheA-environmentof att.



I a(;0=7;) is clbsad at the Instant t. In any other case we say that it is open.

A speci ¢ physical system w illbe characterized by expliciting its space of physical states. This is done In
the axiom atic basis of the physical theory. In what follow s we pay particular attention to a special type of

systam s: the g-systam s.

3 AXIOMATICSOF QM

W e present in this section the axiom atic structure of the theory follow ing the m ain lines of our previous
paper. T he advantadges of an axiom atic form ulation are discussed in Bunge (1967a).
31 FORMALBACKGROUND
P, O rdinary bivalued logic.
P, Fom al sam antics Bunge 1974a,b).
P 3 M athem atical analysis w ith its presupposiions and theory of generalized functions G elfand 1964).
P 4, P robability theory.
P 5 G roup theory.

P ¢ A ssociation theory Bunge 1977).

32 MATERIALBACKGROUND
P 5 Cronology.
P g Physical theory of probabilities (P opper 1959).
P ¢ D in ensional analysis.

P 1o System stheory Bunge 1977, 1979).

33 GENERATING BASIS

T he conceptual space of the theory is generated by the basis B of prim itive concepts, w here
B=f ;E3;T;Hg;P; 1;A,G, ;hg

T he elem ents of the basis w illbe sam antically interpreted by m eans of the axiom atic basis of the theory,

w ith the aid of som e conventions.



34 AXIOMATIC BASIS

QM isa nieaxiom atizable theory, whose axiom atic basis is

36
Ba @M )= A

=1
w here the index i runs on the axiom s.
35 DEFINITIONS
£
D15 K = set of physical reference system s.

D f

D1 J(;k)> 2 is the representative of the ray that corresponds to the system  w ith respect

Di7 §N = 1 1 si: 1 (N tim es) is the set of all the systam s com posed by elem ents of 1ﬁ

.....

Dis =1 2; 37t nittg

Rem ark 1 W ith the ain of avoiding unnecesary com plxiy in notation we are not going to explicit the
dependence of the operators and the eigenvalues on the reference systam . R em ark 2 The dom ain of the
cuanti ed variables is explicited by m eans of subindexes of the quanti cation parenthesis. For instance,
B x)a Oy)g Rxy), means that forallx In A, existsy In B such that Rxy. Rem ark 3 The symbol=d is

used for the relation of denotation (see Bunge 1974a for details).

3.6 AXIOM S

GROUP I:SPACE AND TIM E

A, E3 tridim ensionaleuclidean space.
A , E3 = physical space.

A3 T intervalofthe reallineR .

A4 T = tine Interval.

A5 Therelation that ordersT m eans \before to" _ \simultaneous w ith".

2The sest ; willbe characterized by A .



GROUP II:Q-SYSTEM SAND STATES

Ag

A

Aqq

A

Ay

1; :nonem pty num erable sets.

a . .
), (= smp]emlcmsysten).ﬂ

d

@ )=, ( = gsystem)]
8 )— (_=d envjronmentofsomeq—system).ﬁ
OK)K ~ ~ the con guration ofeach k 2 K is independent oftim e).
@ k)x (9b) 0= k).
8 ) Bk k/mb. ).
8< ;™>) — (9Hg)Hg =< S;H;S" rigged H ibert space).
T here exists a one-to-one correspondence between physical statesof 2 and rays H.

GROUP III:OPERATORSAND PHYSICAL QUANTITIES

A 15

A 1g

A 17

A g

P nonem pty fam ily of applications over
A ring of operators over H ¢ .

8P)p (9) @ 2P ()).

@P)e OK) E=2P).

H erm iticity and linearity)

8 ) BK)a B8P @k)x E=2P ~ 3 ( 1;k)>; 3 ( 2;k)>2Hg )
1.3K[13( 170> + 23 ( 2;k>1= 1K3F ( 1;k)> + A3 ( 2;k)> with 1; 22 C
2. KY=K).

(P robability densities)

@< ;>) — ©@K) BP) @R >)u, @3 (;k)>)u, E=2P » Kf>= ap> ) the probability

3

satis es the set of axiom s of our previous paper, so the de nitions conceming given there are still valid. A 1so note that

what is denoted here ; was denoted iIn that paper.

4

Not every 2 is necessarily a system as de ned by D 13. However, wih the ain of avoiding com plex notation, we

comm it an abuse of Janguage In this respect.

5In particular, ~ 2 the em pty environm ent, < ;7 o> 4 a free g-system , and < 0;_Q>(=j the vacuum .



az

R
density < 3>< aj > oorrespondsto the property P when isassociated to 7), that is, o < B>

< aj > da isthe probability for to have a value of P in the nterval Bq;ax].
Ay (8 ) (8AA)A 8 a)r (eivAA= a®K=2p ) a isthe sok value that P takeson ).
Ay, h2R*.

A,; hl=1LMT .

GROUP IV:SYMMETRIESAND GROUP STRUCTURE
A 54 (Unitary operators)
8 < ;7>) —(8AA)A 8P )p 8U)K 2p ALfjsanoperatoronHE AUY=0 1) U¥ U =2p).

Ars 8< ;70>) —9 5 G) (DA (@) isa unitary representation of rays of som e central nontrivial extension
of the universal covering group G ofa Lie group G by an abelian unidin ensionalgroup on Hg ).

A 56 The Lie algebra G ofthe group G is generated by T ; PAi; KAi; JAig A.

A 37 (@A gebra structure)

T he structure 0of G, Lie algebra of G is:

N

i;F51= dh ijkj\k Ui;K 5]= ih iijAk Fi;B51= ih ijkPAk

where M is an elem ent of the Lie algebra of som e oneparam eter subgroup Which is used to extend

G).

A g M has a discrete soectrum of real and positive eigenvalues.

GROUP V:GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONSAND ELECTRIC CHARGE
Ay B8< ;7>) —BK)a©O0) @6 T~ (8;51=0).

A 39 @ has a discrete soectrum of real eigenvalues.



A 3q @ isthe generator of gauge transform ations of the rst kind.
A 3, There exists a sole nomn alizable state w ith eiv ¢ = 0, called neutral state.

A 33 There exists a sole nom alizable state, called vacuum , that is invariant under B’ (@) and under gauge

transform ations of the rst kind.

GROUP VI:COMPOSITION AXIOM S

A 34 (P roduct H ibert space)

Nn

@< ;™>) —€C()=1£f 17:::5 ng) Hg = ,Hgi).
A3s 8 < ;7>) —@3J>)s, OU )U isa representation ofa symm etric group by unitary operators

g ~

g 39> = U £33 35 ilsg
= 3> it >

where f 1;::: pgisapemutation P of £1;:::nqg).

Byg 8 < ;7>) — @ Kn 8 3>)a, C() = £15:::097 3 & 570 j>= 0 30

< 4K9>=< %5 &),

R em ark: note that G is a representation by operators of the extended Lie algebra of the G alilei group that

acts on a H ibert space. For other representations, see Levy-Leblond (1963).

37 DEFINITION S

o A, . Df . . .
Dig 8< ;7>) —@ )k ©HJ(;k)>= J(;k)>); = enermgyof inthestate] (;k)> wih respect

tok 2 K when i is In uenced by

D

A f
Dog 8 < ;7>) —@pir PiJ (;k)>=piJ (;k>)ipi ith com ponent of the linealm om entum of

in the state j (;k)> wih respect to k 2 K when it is in uenced by

A f
Dy, 8< ;7>) — @ J)r JiJ (;k)>= 3i7 (;k)>); 3 iD= +th com ponent ofthe angularm om entum of

in the state j ( ;k)> wih respect to k 2 K when it is in uenced by
. A, \ D f
Dy, 8< ;7>) —@m)x M J(;k)>=m3j(;k)>);m = massof

A l/\



A f
Dyg 8< ;7>) —Bxidr Kij (;k)>=x3i] (;k)>);x iD= +th com ponent ofthe position ofthe center
ofmassof In the state j ( ;k)> wih respect to k 2 K when i is in uenced by

Df

Dys (B8 gz (QAj (;k)>=qgj (;k)>) ;g ekctric charge of when it is in uenced by

Dy, Hg £fj>3 9>2H g ~Urj>= 3>, T transpositiong.

D,y Ha £3>334>2H 5 ~Urj>= 7>,T transpositiong.

D,g Hpg Lf space of accesble states to a given physical system 2

Rem ark 1 The nam es given to the elgenvalies in the above de nitions are m erely conventional and they
do not In ply that our axiom atics presupposes any conospt of classical physics. Any identi cation between
a property of the g-system s and a m acroscopical property of classical physics m ust be jisti ed a posteriori.

R em ark 2 Them eaning of the expression center of m ass can be established by meansof T ;.

38 THEOREM S

In this section we give som e illustrative theorem s that can be deduced from the axiom atic basis. W e are
not going to repeat here the theoram s valid in the case of sin ple m icrosystem s ( for instance, probability
am plitudes, Schrodinger equation, H eisenberg inequalities, H eisenberg equation, supersslection ruls, soin).

Such theorem s can be found In our previous paper.

T, @Additivity theorem )

8 < ;™) — @Kk} C()=1£f 1; ng”
PAi;XAjr]= ih 4 [Ai;XAjr]= ih iijAkr IPAi;PAjr]= 0 [JAi;PAjr]= ih ijkPAkr
K:iX35:1= 0 KiiFyl= dh ym, ;3= 1;2;3jr= 1;2:::) )
~ P ~ P A A P ~ P N
Pi= rslzlPlsAle rslzlJlsAKi= rsllelsAM = rslles)
Proof: from P 5 and A 35.
T, Hs Ha Hg isa vector subspace ofHrg .
P roof: from the de nitions given above.
T3 (Symm etrization theorem )
8 < ;>) — Hps=Hg Ha).
Proof: Let j ( )> be such that
Urd (= 13 ()» 1)



Appling two trangpositions T; and T,

U, 01,3 ()>= 1, 7,3 ()> :

Besides, applying the transposition T1T,,

]j\Tszj (»= 11,30 :
From Az and Ps, 1,7, = 1, 1,,and then r isa scalar representation of the group
T here exist only two scalar representations of (Comwell 1984):
T)(r=1)_(r=+1;Teven”™ = 1; T odd):

Then, from 1),

GC»2H s)_ G ()>2H a): @)

Letnow bej ()>» s2Hg and j ()> a 2 Hja,then,

s< O)I(» a=s< OP L UF(» a=5s< WrPr (1> a= s< ()F()> a:

T hat is to say,

Ha ? Hg 3)
F:ina]]y,ftom (2) and (3)IHPS=HA Hs
COROLLARY : (Pauli’s Exclusion T heoram )

@ < ;>) —C()=f 15::: ng” 18 5) (> 2H pg)

A l Xrl 1 X A A
H=_- —+ V (i) + V (81785)]
m 4 .
i=1 i<j
w ith
\ (sllsj) - Vl (rlj) + V2 (rlj) (slsj) + VB (rlj) |.3 (slﬁl]) (sj ﬁl]) 5133]]
where
f. . h D f xy

Liy = Ri  X5] 8i= 7™ Riy =

and ~; are the Paulim atrices)

Proof: from A 33,Ps5,and T .

11



Rem ark 1: The st (second) group of comm utation relations in T ; m eans that the behaviour of each
sin plem ycrosystem under a Euclidean m otion (instantaneous G alilean transform ations) isuna ected by the

presence of nteractions. Rem ark 2: If 2 suchthatC ()= £ 1;:: ,9,and ; nteractsweakly with
) H = F iff ;70 (), where issome coupling constant. Rem ark 3: T 3 isthe so—called sym m etrization
postulate. Here it isa theoram In plied by the axiom atic core. R em ark 4: T here exist som e system swhose
representative kets have no de nite sym m etry when a physical space w ith non-trivial topology is considered
G irardeau 1965). Such system s are exclided in the present work because of A1 and A ,: i is possbl to

build a coordinate representation of the operator Ur In E 3 w ithout any additional restriction.

4 DISCUSSION

T he axiom atization of QM in the case ofa g-system w ith an arbitrary num ber of com ponents developed
In this work is realistic and ob ctive. It is realistic because i assum es that the ob cts contained in the
ontology (that is, the set [ ) exist independently of sensorial experience (contrary to the fundam ental
thesis of idealiam ). It is ob Ective because know Ing sub fcts or cbservers do not belong to the dom ain of
quanti cation of the bound variables of the theory .

Tt isw orth noticing that the realistic thesis doesnot m ply that all the functions that represent properties
of real ob Ectsm ust have de nite values sin ultaneously, as classician requires Bunge 1989). This is clearly
seen In Heisenberg’s inequalities (they ollow from A 53, see PerezBerglia a et al 1993): they have nothing
to do w ith m easuring devices. They re ect an inherent property of every m icrosystem .

At this point, an In portant di erence should be ram arked between realisn and classicism . The formm er
is a philosophical conosption regarding the nature of the cb cts studied by the theory, whil the latter is
only a speci ¢ feature of certain theories (see Bunge 1989).

In recent years, it hasbeen argued that the fall of Bell's inequalities leads to the conclusion that realism
is inconsistent w ith experin ent. H owever, aswe show In the next section, such a refutation doesnot threaten

n any way the realistic thesis adopted here.

41 EPR AND REALISM

Let 2 3C()=f 1; ,g) B=DB;+PB,byT;. It Dllows from A 5 that ; X,;P 1= 0, and
then, from T g ofPerezBerglia a et al. (1993), the quantities associated to the operators XAl XA2 and B
are sin ultaneously wellde ned and can bem easured w ith asm uch precision as the state-oftheart allow s.
Let’s suppose now that the com ponents ; and , are faraway from each other in such a way that, for the
purpose of experin ent, they can be considered as isolated. Solving Schrodinger’s equation (T 4 of Perez—

Berglia a et al. 1993) In the center of m ass system of for a nullpotential (see for instance De la Perna

12



1979), we nd (in the coordinate representation)
X 1;%X2)= a)eip(X1+ X2)=2h "

where a is the relative separation between 1 and ,. Ifwe now m easure the position of ; we can infer
(from the relation x; x, = a) which value would be found if we m easure the position of , Inm ediately
after the st measure has been carried out. A ssum Ing that there is no action-at-distance in a quantum

sense (ie. that two subsystem s apart enough from each other can be considered as isolated, an assum ption
known as locality or separability), the inference of X, ism ade w ithout perturoing , in any way. It follow s
then that the position of ; has a de nie predetermm ined valie not included in (4). This in plies that the
description given by QM is lncom plkte. By the sam e reasoning, it can be inferred that the linealm om entum

of 5 hasalso a de nie value, at variance w ith H eisenberg’s nequalities. T hen both the position and the
linealm om entum of ; have a de nite predeterm ined value: we do not have to work out any additional
m easure to know them . This ckarly contradicts the sub gtivistic interpretation of C openhagen.

T he argum ent given above is a brief acoount of the so-called \EPR paradox". In short, it states that if
locality isaccepted In QM then the theory m ust be Incom plete. In other words, the theory m ust have hidden
variables Bohm 1953). Besides, a theorem due to Bell (1966) show s that the predictions of determ inistic,
Jocal theordes that have hidden variables can be com pared, by m eans of a given class of experim ents, w ith
the predictions of QM . E xperin ents of such a class have been carried out by A spect et al. (1991, 1992), and
their results are in com plete agreem ent with QM .

T he reader should note that these resuls do not a ect the realistic philosophy that underlies our ax—

jom atization. In fact, as it was shown by C lauser and Shin ony (1978),
(H idden Variables © Separability) ) @ell's nequalities)

Tt follow s that if Bell’'s inequalities are refuted by recourse to the experim ent, then (1) theories w ith
hidden variables are fale (ie. QM is com plete) or () the theory is non-localor (3) both (1) and 2) are
true. T he axiom atization we present here assum es non—locality and com pleteness, so it predicts that Bell’s
nequalities are false. T he non—locality originates in the system ic point of view adopted In the badkground
m aterial (m ore precisely, n P 1¢; see Section 2 for details), whilke com pleteness is introduced through A 9,
according w hich every property ofthe physical system under study has itsm athem atical counterpart uniquely
de ned in the theory.

In brief, the axiom atization we present here is realistic, ob Ective, non-local, and com plkte. These
features are essential for the study of quantum coan ology, a sub fct In which the orthodox (sub etivistic)

Interpretation cannot be applied succesfiilly.

13



The system form ed by the association ofall the things is the Universe ( g, see Section 2). By de nition,
the environm ent of y is the empty environment: y = ~ . Ik follow s that any interpretation ofQM that
requires external observers to produce the collapse of the w ave function cannot be applied to the study of y .
In this case i ism andatory to have at our digposalan ob fctive Interpretation. T he usualapproach (pased
on the wave function) presuposses the interpretation of Everett (1957) or variations of i (see for Instance
Hallwell 1992). O ur axiom atization sharesw ith E verett’s nterpretation the realisn and the needless ofVon
N eum ann’s pro gction postulate. H ow ever, the theory ofm easurem ent that follow s from our axiom atization

does not entail the introduction of the \M any W orlds", as w illbe discussed elsew here.

42 SOME REMARKSON THE \CONSISTENT INTERPRETATION"

Recently, Gri ths (1984), Omnes (1992), and GellM ann and Hartle (1990) have developed a new
form ulation of QM : the socalled \consistent interpretation". They clain it is both realistic and cb gctive.
In the follow ing, we shallargue that theirm ain physical results can be cbtained astheoram sin our form alism ,
although detailed proofs, which are lengthy, w illbe presented elsew here.

In the consistent interpretation, the density m atrix plays a central role. T his concept is secondary in
our axiom atization because the notion of partition ofa system in two subsystems (ie. = 1+ ,,where
the symbol+ m eans physical sum , see Bunge 1967b) has been incorporated to the ontological background.
Starting from this partition, it is possble to show that the state of each subsystem is represented by a
density operator ; (see Balian 1982 for a nonrigorous proof) .

T he existence of the classical 1im it can be proved In our form ulation essentially In the sam e way as in
Omnes (1992). Speci cally, there exists a m any-to-one partial function C that associates a function A (;q)
(that depends on classical phase space variables) to operators £ ©;4). The function A (po;q) is the classical
counterpart of X ©;4) . The function C ism any to one because, due to the lack of com m utativiy of the
operator ring, several operators have the sam e classical counterpart, and it is partial because dynam ical
variables such as spin have no classical counterpart.

W ith these elem ents and the aid of our axiom atics, we could construct a \theory of m easurem ent". If
the system  is decom posed as follow s:

= st at s )

where g is the subsytem on which the m easure is perform ed, , is the \apparatus" and g is the \envi-
ronm ent", then, w ith suiable restrictions on the three subsystam s, the m ain results of m easurem ent theory

coud be deduced as in Omnes (1992) fi

*W e should rem ark that the resulting m easurem ent theory does not apply to real situations but to the analysis of highly

idealized typicalexperim ents: it can predict accurately no outcom e of a single real experim ent Bunge 1967b)
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\W ave packet reduction" can be expressed as a trace on the density m atrix ofthe \apparatus" subsystem
(Luders 1951, 0m nes 1992) . T his isprobably the closest one can get to a proofof \von N eum ann’s pro jgction
postulate" in our form ulation . H ow ever, no physicalprocess is involved in the reduction: it isam athem atical

device to describe a subset of initial conditions Om nes 1992). ﬂ

5 CONCLUDING REM ARKS

W e nally would lke to point out here that certain realistic InterpretationsofQM cannot face sucoesfully
the refutation of Bell’s nequalities. T his is true for determm inistic Interpretations, ie. Interpretations that
Inply the existence of hidden variables that com plte the classical characterization of the state of the
particles that com pose the statistical ensem blkes. T his failure is avoided by a literal (ie. strictly quantum )
Interpretation. W e have shown here that such an interpretation is possible. M oreover, our axiom atics o ers
awelksuited fram e orthe analysis of recent atteam pts focused on obtaining the classical Iim it asan em ergent
property in a m acroscopical system from the constituent m icrosystem s, by m eans of a decoherence process.

T his line of research w illbe developed elsew here.
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